




UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT  











Case No:  21-20687 (JJT) 
November 8, 2021 
 
DEBTOR’S REPLY BRIEF IN FURTHER SUPPORT OF DEBTOR’S MOTION FOR 
ORDER ESTABLISHING DEADLINE OF FEBRUARY 10, 2022 FOR FILING PROOFS 
OF CLAIM AND APPROVING (A) THE FORM OF PROOFS OF CLAIM FORMS; (B) 
PROCEDURES FOR CONFIDENTIALITY OF CERTAIN CLAIMS; (C) THE FORM 
AND MANNER OF NOTICE OF PROOF OF CLAIM DEADLINE; AND (D) RELATED 
RELIEF  
The Norwich Roman Catholic Diocesan Corporation, debtor and debtor-in-possession in 
the above-captioned chapter 11 case (the “Debtor” or the “Diocese”), hereby files this reply brief 
(the “Reply”) in support of Debtor’s Motion for Order Establishing Deadline of February 10, 
2022 for Filing Proofs of Claim and Approving (A) the Form of Proofs of Claim Forms; (B) 
Procedures for Confidentiality of Certain Claims; (C) the Form And Manner Of Notice Of Proof 
Of Claim Deadline; and (D) Related Relief (the “Bar Date Motion”) [Dkt. No. 323]; and in reply 
to the Official Committee of Unsecured Creditors’ (the “Committee”) Limited Objection to the 
Debtor’s Motion for Order Establishing Deadline of February 10, 2022 for Filing Proofs of 
Claim and Approving (A) the Form of Proofs of Claim Forms; (B) Procedures for Confidentiality 
of Certain Claims; (C) the Form And Manner Of Notice Of Proof Of Claim Deadline; and (D) 
Related Relief [Dkt. No. 341]  (the “Committee’s Limited Objection”) and United States 
                                                 
1 The Debtor in this chapter 11 case is The Norwich Roman Catholic Diocesan Corporation, a/k/a The Roman Catholic 
Diocese of Norwich.  The last four digits of the Debtor’s federal tax identification number are 7373. 





Trustee’s (the “UST”) Response to Debtor’s Motion for Order Establishing Deadline of February 
10, 2022 for Filing Proofs of Claim and Approving (A) the Form of Proofs of Claim Forms; (B) 
Procedures for Confidentiality of Certain Claims; (C) the Form And Manner Of Notice Of Proof 
Of Claim Deadline; and (D) Related Relief  [Dkt. No. 342] (the “UST’s Response”). For its 
Reply, the Debtor states as follows: 
INTRODUCTION 
1. On August 24, 2021, the Diocese provided the Committee with a draft of the Bar 
Date Order and the draft Sexual Abuse Proof of Claim form for review and comment. On 
September 13, 2021, the Diocese provided its coverage provider, Catholic Mutual Relief Society 
of America (“Catholic Mutual”) with the drafts of the same documents to solicit Catholic Mutual’s 
comments. On September 20, 2021, the Diocese provided the United States Trustee with drafts of 
the same documents to solicit the United States Trustee’s comments. The Diocese has received 
and incorporated substantial comments from the Committee as well as Catholic Mutual but has 
not received any comments from the United States Trustee.  
2. Prior to filing the Bar Date Motion, the Debtor also shared drafts of the Bar Date 
Order and the Sexual Abuse Proof of Claim form with counsel for Mount St. John (“MSJ”) and 
the Oceania Province of the Congregation of Christian Brothers (“Christian Brothers”) and counsel 
for an ad hoc committee of parishes (“Parish Committee”). 
3. Independently, the Committee and Catholic Mutual discussed the form of the 
Sexual Abuse Claim form but could not reach complete agreement on its final form. The language 
that has been proposed by Catholic Mutual but that the Committee has rejected is redlined in the 
attached form of Sexual Abuse Proof of Claim form. See Schedule 1 to the proposed form of Bar 
Date Order.  The dispute is focused on the scope of information sought from potential sexual abuse 





claimants needed to assess the damages and amount of such claims, with the Committee asserting 
an interest in narrowing the scope of those inquiries. Based on its claim valuation experience in 
many other cases, Catholic Mutual has expressed a need for such information, which it believes 
will assist those attempting to compensate Survivors who assert claims.  
4. In addition, the Parish Committee has proposed language changes to the Sexual 
Abuse Proof of Claim form and draft Publication Notice, which comments are also redlined in the 
submitted drafts.   
5. The Debtor has attempted to reach a consensual resolution of issues related to the 
proposed Bar Date Order, the Sexual Abuse Proof of Claim form, and the Publication Notice with 
the various parties-in-interest.  After some discussion and exchange of proposed changes, there are 
a few remaining issues in dispute.  For the reasons set forth herein, the Debtor respectfully requests 
that the Court provide final guidance on resolving these issues between the parties and enter the 
Bar Date Order. 
REPLY 
6. As set forth in the UST’s Response and the Committee’s Limited Objection, the 
parties have reached an agreement on many of the provisions set forth in the proposed Bar Date 
Order.  The primary disputes between the parties relate to the following:  (1) whether claimants 
should have 120 days, as opposed to 90 days, in which to file their proofs of claim, (2) the extent 
to which certain disclosures are included as part of the Sexual Abuse Proof of Claim Form; and 
(3) whether the Parishes should be subject to the proof of claim bar date.   
7. Proof of Claim Deadline:  First, the UST and the Committee maintain that the proof 
of claim bar date should be set 120 days after entry of the Bar Date Order, as opposed to the 90 
days requested by the Debtor.  See UST’s Resp. at 2-3; Committee’s Limited Obj. at 2-4.  While 





the Debtor does not oppose a 120-day notice period, it requests that the Court enter the Bar Date 
Order as soon as practicable to ensure that the case proceeds in an efficient and expedited manner.2  
8. Disclosures in the Survivor Proof of Claim Form:  Second, the UST and the 
Committee object to the inclusion of certain requested information in the Sexual Abuse Proof of 
Claim Form.  Specifically, the UST and the Committee argue that the Sexual Proof of Claim Form 
should not require certain disclosures related to a survivor’s familial status, education, 
employment, religious affiliation, and other information related to claims of sexual abuse (the 
“Other Disclosures”).  See UST’s Resp. at 3; Committee’s Limited Obj. at 4-8.  The Debtor defers 
to Catholic Mutual and the Court on these issues, but states that the Other Disclosures are 
specifically relevant to the issue of damages sustained in these type of cases (i.e., the value of a 
survivor’s claim against the Debtor’s estate).  In fact, the Debtor’s coverage carrier, Catholic 
Mutual, has maintained that such information is necessary for evaluating claims.   
9. Parishes and Proof of Claims:  Third, the UST and the Committee have objected to 
the Bar Date Motion to extent it omits the Parishes from having to submit proof of claim.  See 
UST’s Resp. at 3-4; Committee’s Limited Obj. at 12-13.  The Debtor maintains that the Parishes 
should not be subject to the Bar Date Order because (1) claims by the Parishes for indemnification 
of abuse claims would be contingent, (2) administration of the contingent claims would be 
administratively burdensome, and (3) resolving the contingent claims would cause undue expense 
and burden upon the Parishes.  Abuse victims may file proofs of claims implicating one or more 
Parishes (or they may not).  There are presently no pending lawsuits against Parishes for such 
claims; however, if required to file by the bar date, each Parish may prospectively file contingent 
                                                 
2 Because the Committee is essentially asking to extend the bar date from February 10, 2022 to March 10, 2022, the 
Debtor’s request to extend exclusivity to March 10, 2022 (which would have provided the parties 30 days to assess 
the claim body in plan negotiations), will also be extended to April 11, 2022 to facilitate plan negotiations.    





claims for indemnification against the Diocese, and the Diocese (and arguably the Committee and 
Court) will be required to expend time and resources addressing those claims. By allowing the 
Parishes to file claims after the bar date for the abuse claims, the Parishes, Committee and Debtor 
would avoid the need to address contingent claims that may not ultimately need to be filed. The 
Parishes have advised that they intend to respond as well to the objections filed by the UST and 
Committee – and will provide further detail regarding the Parishes’ reasons to defer a filing of 
claims by the proposed bar date. 
10. Meet and Confer: On Monday November 8, counsel for the Debtor, the Committee, 
Catholic Mutual, the Parishes, Christian Brothers and The Mount Saint John School participated 
in a meet and confer to narrow the outstanding issues related to the Bar Date Motion in advance 
of Tuesday’s hearing. During the meet and confer the parties substantially narrowed the open 
issues related the Committee’s Objection and are hopeful that a consensual order will be submitted 
following Tuesday’s hearing. 
CONCLUSION 
11. Entry of the Bar Date Order is necessary to the expedited and efficient resolution 
of this case.  Accordingly, the Debtor respectfully requests that the Court grant the Bar Date 
Motion after resolving the limited issues identified by the United States Trustee and the Official 
Committee of Unsecured Creditors. 
[Signature on Following Page]  






Dated: Hartford, CT  
November 8, 2021 
 
 
/s/  Patrick M. Birney    
Patrick M. Birney (CT No. 19875) 
Andrew A. DePeau (CT No. 30051) 
Annecca H. Smith (CT No. 31148) 
ROBINSON & COLE LLP 
280 Trumbull Street 
Hartford, CT 06103  
Telephone:  (860) 275-8275 
Facsimile:  (860) 275-8299 
E-mail:  pbirney@rc.com 
   adepeau@rc.com  






Louis T. DeLucia (admitted pro hac vice) 
Alyson M. Fiedler (admitted pro hac vice) 
ICE MILLER LLP 
1500 Broadway, 29th Floor 
New York, NY 10036 
Telephone: (212) 824-4940 
Facsimile: (212) 824-4982 
E-Mail:  louis.delucia@icemiller.com  
   alyson.fiedler@icemiller.com  
 
Proposed Counsel to the Debtor 
and Debtor-in-Possession  
 
 







CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
I hereby certify that on November 8, 2021, a copy of the foregoing reply were filed 
electronically and shall be served as required by Local Bankruptcy Rule 9013-2(b), with notice of 
this filing being sent by email to all parties who received service of each Motion by operation of 
the court’s electronic filing system or by First Class U.S. mail to anyone unable to accept electronic 
filing as indicated on the Notice of Electronic Filing.  Parties in interest may access this document 
through the court’s CM/ECF System.  
 
/s/ Patrick M. Birney__ 
Patrick M. Birney   
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